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DETAILED ACTION 

A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.1 14, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this application 
is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set forth in 37 CFR 
1. 17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action has been withdrawn 
pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 2/26/2004 has been entered. Claims 
1-32 are pending in this application. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 
The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 13-14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. The antecedent basis for "said time limit" has not been clearly set forth. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1, 148 USPQ 459 
(1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining obviousness under 35 
U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating obviousness 
or nonobviousness. 

Claims 1, 5-10, 13-17, 20-32 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Cannon et al. (USPN 6,678,824; hereinafter Cannon) in view of 
Pellegrino et al, (U.S. Patent No. 6,149,441; hereinafter Pellegrino). 

Regarding claims 1 and 32, Cannon discloses a system and method for providing an 
educational program to a participant (see Fig 2, spelling bee); and a prompting means for prompting the 
participant for a response during the educational program to verify that the participant actively works 
through said educational program, said prompting means terminating the educational program when the 
response is inadequate; wherein program credit is awarded based on viewing the education program rather 
than passing specific examinations (Col. 4, lines 12-18, 38-42), Cannon discloses all of the claimed 
subject matter with the exception of explicitly disclosing that the educational program is distributed over 
a network to a remote location. However, Pellegrino discloses a system and method for delivering an 
educational program to a participant at a remote site, comprising a server computer 20 having educational 
program software for delivering the educational program to a client computer 21 connected to the server 
computer over a network. Hence, in view of Pellegrino, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to modify the educational program described in Cannon, by allowing a user to access the 
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educational program from a remote location, over a network, in order to overcome geographical 
limitations, thereby providing access to multiple students residing in various geographical locations. 

Regarding claim 5, Cannon discloses a system, wherein the prompting occurs at a prescribed time 
(Col. 4, lines 11-18). 

Regarding claims 6 and 7, Cannon discloses a system, (as per claim 6) wherein the client 
computer is a non-pc computer system (Col 3, lines 40-41). Although the combination of 
Cannon and Pellegrino does not explicitly disclose that the client computer is a Web TV 
computer system (as per claim 7), it is the examiner's position that these computing systems are 
analogous and thereby provide no criticality with respect to the invention. 

Regarding claims 8-10, Cannon discloses a system, wherein the response to the 
prompting means is (as per claim 8) a mouse click, (as per claim 10) a depression of a key on a 
keyboard (Col. 4, line 14), Although Cannon does not explicitly disclose a TV remote as an input 
means, it is the examiner's position that Web TV computing systems and their input devices are 
notoriously well known in the art as an alternative to personal computers, and it would have been 
an obvious matter of design choice as to the input device for responding to a prompt, wherein no 
stated problem is solved or unexpected result is obtained by prescribing a TV remote. 
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Regarding claims 13-14, Cannon discloses a system wherein a student is prompted to respond 
every 60 seconds (Col. 4, lines 12-18). Cannon does not explicitly state that the prompting occurs every 
30 seconds. However, it would have been an obvious matter of design choice as to the predetermined 
time interval between prompts, wherein no stated problem is solved or unexpected result is obtained by 
prescribing 30 seconds. 

Regarding claim 15, Cannon discloses a system wherein the prompting includes at least one 
prompt over a two-hour period (Col. 4, lines 12-18). 

Regarding claims 16 and 17, Cannon discloses a system wherein the client computer 
comprises a verification storage component (Col. 5, lines 55-57). Cannon does not explicitly disclose a 
verification storage component at the server. However, Pellegrino discloses a method for delivering an 
educational program to a participant at a remote site, comprising a server computer 20 having educational 
program software for delivering the educational program to a client computer 21, (as per claim 16) 
wherein the server comprises a verification storage component 71, and (as per claim 17) stores personal 
identification information of a participant with initials (Col. 27, line 22). Thus, in view of Pellegrino, it 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to modify the verification storage component 
described in Cannon, by providing the verification storage component in a server, in order to overcome 
geographical limitations, thereby providing access to multiple students residing in various geographical 
locations. 

Regarding claim 20, Cannon discloses a system further comprising a clock means to track 
a duration of the educational program played at a viewing speed (See Fig. 1, ref. 1 14). 

Regarding claim 21, Cannon discloses a system wherein the duration includes said 
educational program played at a viewing speed (See Fig. 1, ref. 114 real time). 

Regarding claim 22, Cannon discloses a system wherein the clock means tracks a total 
duration of the educational program viewed by the participant, the total duration including a sum 
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of duration of each of a multiply viewed segment of the educational program (see Fig. 2; Fig. 3, 
ref 422). 

Regarding claim 23, the combination of Cannon and Pellegrino further discloses a system 
wherein the network is the Internet 26 (see Pellegrino). 

Regarding claims 24 and 25, Cannon discloses a system wherein the client computer 
includes a standard web browser software (See Fig. 2). 

Regarding claims 26 and 27, Cannon discloses a system wherein at least a portion of the 
education program is stored on storage means at the client computer (Col. 2, lines 8-14). 

Regarding claim 28, Cannon discloses all of the claimed subject matter with the exception of 
explicitly disclosing that the educational program is controlled over a network by an educational program 
software of a server computer. However, Pellegrino discloses a system and method for delivering an 
educational program to a participant at a remote site, comprising a server computer 20 having educational 
program software for delivering the educational program to a client computer 21 connected to the server 
computer over a network. Hence, in view of Pellegrino, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art to modify the educational program described in Cannon, by controlling the educational 
program with software of a server computer, in order to overcome geographical limitations, thereby 
providing access to multiple students residing in various geographical locations. 

Regarding claims 29-3 1, the combination of Cannon and Pellegrino discloses a system wherein 
the storage means is a CD-ROM or magnetic tape. Although Pellegrino does not explicitly specify a 
DVD as a means of storage, it is the examiner's position that these storage means are old and well known. 
Hence, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to modify the CD-ROM storage 
means described in the combination of Cannon and Pellegrino, by providing a DVD storage means in 
order to store more information. 
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Claims 2-4, 11-12 and 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Cannon et al. (USPN 6,678,824; hereinafter Cannon) in view of Pellegrino et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
6,149,441; hereinafter Pellegrino) further in view of DeLaHuerga (U.S. Patent Application 
Publication 2002/0116509 Al). 

Regarding claims 11-12 and 18, Cannon discloses a prompting means before the educational 
program that requires a response comprising personal information of a participant. The combination of 
Cannon and Pellegrino discloses all of the claimed subject matter with the exception of explicitly 
disclosing the feature of prompting the participant for a personal response during the educational 
program. However, DeLaHuerga discloses an information system network for delivering information to a 
participant at a remote site, wherein the participant is prompted for a proper personal response during use 
of the information system to avoid termination of access (Page 13, paragraph 0166). Thus, in view of 
DeLaHuerga, it would be obvious to modify the prompting means described in the combination of 
Cannon and Pellegrino, by prompting the participant for a personal response during a computerized 
informational session, in order to further protect a computer terminal in the situation where the authorized 
participant logs onto a terminal and leaves the terminal momentarily, and wherein continuous prompting 
for a proper response during the use of the information system would thwart an unauthorized user from 
accessing the terminal under the guise of the authorized participant (see DeLaHuerga, page 8, paragraph 
0088). 

Regarding claims 2-4, Cannon discloses all of the claimed subject matter with the exception of 
explicitly disclosing that the prompting has a randomness factor. However, DeLaHuerga discloses an 
information system network for delivering information to a participant at a remote site, wherein the 
participant is randomly prompted for a response during use of the information system to avoid 
termination of access (Page 13, paragraph 0166). Thus, in view of DeLaHuerga, it would be obvious to 
modify the prompting means described in the combination of Cannon and Pellegrino, by randomly 
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prompting the participant, in order to further protect a computer terminal in the situation where the 
authorized participant logs onto a terminal and leaves the terminal momentarily, and wherein continuous, 
random prompting for a proper response during the use of the information system would thwart an 
unauthorized user from accessing the terminal under the guise of the authorized participant (see 
DeLaHuerga, page 8, paragraph 0088), 

Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Cannon et ah 
(USPN 6,678,824; hereinafter Cannon) in view of Pellegrino et al. (U.S. Patent No. 
6,149,441; hereinafter Pellegrino), further in view of Lee et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,064,856); 
hereinafter Lee), 

The combination of Cannon and Pellegrino discloses a system for delivering an educational 
program to a remote location, while providing prompting means during the educational program. Neither 
reference explicitly describes a bookmark storage means. However, Lee teaches a system for delivering 
an educational program, wherein a participant may stop the educational program and record the time- 
indexed position in a bookmark storage means (column 6, lines 42-47). In view of Lee, it would have 
been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to modify the delivery of educational program 
described in the combination of Pellegrino and DeLaHuerga, by providing a bookmark storage means, 
thereby allowing a participant to stop the delivery of the educational program while allowing him/her to 
continue, at a later time, where he/she left off. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-32 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure: 
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o Clark et al. (USPN 6,149,440) - disclose an educational system wherein a learning 
session is terminated when a participant has insufficient comprehension of the 
information provided. 

o Weyer (USPN 6,024,572) - discloses an educational system wherein a gaming session is 
suspended until a participant provides a proper response to a prompt. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Cameron Saadat whose telephone number is 703-305-5490. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:00 - 5:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Teresa J Walberg can be reached on 703-308-1327. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306, 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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